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THE DISCOVERIES AT TELL EL-'OBEID IN SOUTHERN 
BABYLONIA, AND SOME EGYPTIAN COMPARISONS 

BY H. R. HALL, D. LITT., F. S. A. 

A precedent for the publication in the Journal of Egyptian Archaeology of an ar- 
ticle dealing with the results of excavation in the sister-land, Babylonia, may be found 
in the very interesting discussion of the Treasure of Astrabad by Prof. ROSTOVTZEFF, 
which appeared in the volume for 19201. It is true that the treasure of Astrabad is said 
to have been discovered not in Babylonia but in Northern Persia, near the Turkoman 

border, but i is certainly Sumerian, s Prof. ROSTOVTZEFF said, and in the opinion of 
some was more probably made in Babylonia and exported to Persia, peacefully or other- 

wise, than of local fabric. Whether therefore it is a proof of the existence of a local 
Sumerian or Sumerized art up north, as Prof. ROSTOVTZEFF seems to think, is doubtful. 

However that may be, the publication of the Russian professor's article in our journal 
enabled it tobe illustrated atfar more satisfactorily than it could possibly have been in 

any of the British scientific journals dealing with Mesopotamian study. As usual, these 

journals are concerned mainly with history and philology, and their format is not adapted 
to adequate illustration of works of art, the consideration of which has, it is true, come 
but rarely within the purview of our Assyriologists. Let us hope that in the future 
cuneiform scholars will turn their attention towards archaeology and art more than they 
have in the past. In any case the provision of a British journal in which Mesopotamian 
art can properly be exhibited is a crying need, though happily the place of such a 

journal can occasionally be taken by the Journal of Egyptian Archaeology. This can 
the more appropriately happen when, as in the case of early Sumerian art, interesting 
comparisons and parallels can be drawn with the contemporary art of early Egypt. 

After having slumbered for some years, the question of early relations between 

Egypt and Babylonia has been awakened by M. BENEDITE'S publication of the extra- 

ordinary knife-handle from Gebel al-'Arak2, with its apparent mixture of predynastic 
Egyptian with Babylonian, or as some have suggested, even Elamite forms; and the 
matter seems now ripe for further discussion. The pages of an Egyptological journal 
are the most appropriate medium for the discussion of a question so vital to our know- 

ledge of the early history of Egypt. And the discoveries of the British Museum ex- 

pedition at Tell el-'Obeid in Southern Babylonia in 1919 have suggested several interest- 

ing comparisons with early Egyptian art, which may be added to our dossier on this 

subject. On this account I publish here a description of the finds, with photographs 
which the format of this journal enables us to reproduce satisfactorily. 

1 Journal 1920, p. 4 ff. 
2 Fondation Eugeine Piot: Memoires, 1916. 
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H. R. HALL 

In this article I shall confine myself to a description and discussion of a single 
phase of the excavations of 19191, the work at Tell el-'Obeid. My work at Ur of the 
Chaldees itself produced little of interest from the Egyptian point of view: a scarab- 
mould of the sixth century B. C. was the only Egyptian or egyptizing object found, 
and the only other fact interesting in this connection is the persistence with which 
the Babylonian clung to the crouched posture in burial centuries after it had been 
abandoned in Egypt. And this is a parable, for it was not in this respect only that 
ideas similar in Egypt and Babylonia at the dawn of civilization were abandoned in 

Fig. 1. Sketch-map of Southern Babylonia, shewing ancient sites. 

(Proc. Soc. Ant., Dec. 1919, Fig. 1, p. 23.) 

Egypt comparatively soon. I may instance the representation of the lion in art. Both 
early Egyptians and Babylonians at first depicted the lion grinning in anger with teeth 
bared and tongue protruding. Before the Old Kingdom had run its course this convention 
had generally disappeared in Egypt in favour of the lion with its mouth closed, majestic in 
repose. But in Mesopotamia the old tradition persisted till the Persian period and till the 
days of the Arabs. Some new wind blowing from a different quarter than Babylon had 
been felt in Egypt during the first centuries of the Old Kingdom, and altered other 
things besides the method of burial and a convention in art. 

See HALL, Proc. Soc. Ant., Dec. 1919, p. 22 ff.; Journ. Centr. As. Soc., 1922, p. 119 ff. 
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THE DISCOVERIES AT TELL, EL-'OBEID) 

At Shahrein, the ancient Eridu, I found much the same type of antiquities as had 
been discovered there by Capt. R. C. TiiomPsoN in the preceding yearl, the prehistoric 
pottery painted in black with geometric and naturalistic designs, (identical with that 
found by PEZARD at Bushire 2, and closely akin to that of Samarra, yet unpublished), the 
coarser types of Susa3, the obsidian, flint and crystal flakes, cores and pegs, the fine 
sandstone andl shell tesserae for inlay, the pottery sickles (whether merely votive or for 
actual use who shall say?) and curved "nails," the crude pots of Sumerian burials, the 

copper nails of the later Sumerian time, and also some gold,- one or two fragments of 
sheet gold, copper nails witlh gold heads, one solid gold nail, and a gold bead,-that 
had eluded THOMPSON's search in the previous year. On the other hand, I found no 
further fragment of that admirable aragonite vase found by THOMPSON with the relief 
of a woman (?) holding a double vase , which must have been a chef d'euvre of Su- 
merian art, and in its spirit reminds us so strongly of the reliefs of the steatite vases 
of Crete: nor did I find any similar fragment. 

Some of the smaller objects found are of interest in connexion with the question 
of early Babylonian-Egyptian relations, as are similar objects from Tell 'Obeid, and 
these will be mentioned in due course. 

The main work at Ur itself consisted of the excavation of what remains of part 
of the palace E-harsag (?), built by the king Ur-Nammu or Ur-Engur, of the Third 

Dynasty of Ur (c. 2300 B. c.), the dwelling place both of him and of his successor 

Shulgi or Dungi: of part of the temenos-wall of the Moon Temple and one side of 
the zikkurrat or temple-tower; of streets and houses in the S. E. portion of the 

mounds; and of several graves and tombs at various spots on the periphery of the 
site. Further, the probable site of -mah, the temple of the goddess Ninsun, was 
identified. 

A preliminary description of the work and of the remains discovered will be found 
in the Proceedings of the Society of Antiquaries, Dec. 1919. I have to express my 
thanks to the Society of Antiquaries for the loan of the following illustrations, Figs. 1 
and 2; P1. XXX, 2, XXXII, 1nd 4; XXXIII 4; and XXXIV , 2 and 4. 

At Shahrein I had set myself, in the short time at my disposal there, a task differ- 

ing in scope and intention from that of my predecessor. He had sunk pits with the 

object of determining the stratification of the mounds; my object was to find the re- 
mains of buildings of a particular period, as at Ur, and obtain their plan. A complex 
of crude-brick houses was found and excavated that can be dated before the time of 
Bur-Sin I, the king of Ur who repaired the zikkTurat of the temple of Enki and refaced 
it with fine bricks bearing his name (c. 2300 B. c.). These crude-brick houses, with their 

covering of thick lime-plaster or stucco, sometimes decorated with horizontal bands of 
red and white, or red white and black paint, are of interest as specimens of Sumerian 

house-building. But, like Capt. THOMIPSON, I found my chief reward at Shahrein in the 

prehistoric (?) painted pottery and objects of agate, ar]agonite, flint and obsidian, etc., that 
rains have washed out of the lower strata of the mound, so that they lie and can be 
had for the picking up on the fan of talus and detritus that lies round about the mounds. 

1 R. C. TaomiPsoN, T'he Biritish IMuseum Excavations at Abu Shahrain, in Archaeologia, LXX ( 1920), 101 ff. 

2 PZARD, Mission 4a Bender-Boutchir, in MAlm. Deleq. Pierse, XV (1914). 
3 E. POTTIER, Ciramnique peinte de Suse, in Mmen. Deleg. Perse, XTTT (1922). 
4 

Aechneologia, 1920, P1. VIII and fig. 13, 1. 

31 -2 
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H. R. HALL 

The same phenomenon exists at Tell el-'Obeid (P1. XXX, 2, 3; XXXIV, 1), and 
this fact it was that first drew my attention to that place. 

THOMPSON and I had of course been anticipated in our work at Ur and Shahrein 
by our predecessors in the fifties, LOFTUS1 and TAYLOR 2 The latter more especially did 
remarkable work (for the time) at Shahrein, and the British Museum already possessed 
antiquities of the early period, pottery sickles and cones, fragments of polished agate and 
aragonite vases, bits of gold ada copper nails with their heads plated with gold, and so forth 
(of the kind which THOMPSON and I also found), that were brought back by him at the 
time of the Crimean War. But el-'Obeid is an entirely new site. While exploring the 
desert in the neighbourhood of Ur, I came upon this small mound about four miles 
westward of the latter place, with the same fan of detritus surrounding it as existed 
at Abu-Shahrein, but of course on a much smaller scale. No previous visitor had noted 
the spot or had picked up any of the thousands of fragments of painted pottery, flint, 
obsidian, and crystal flakes, nails and pegs, fragments of aragonite vases, inlay-plaques 
of aragonite, hard red sandstone and so forth, which strewed the desert as at Shahrein. 
Oddly enough liowever one saw but few of the extraordinary vitrified pottery sickles 
and curved convex-headed " nails " that were so characteristic of Shabrein, though the 
long conical " nails " were not uncommon, ranging, as at Shahrein, from large specimens 
of a length of several inches with a width at the broad end of an inch or so to small 
pencil-like objects an inch or sometimes less in length. What these objects are is un- 
determined. I suggest that the curved " nails " with convex heads may be rubbers: the 
rubber was taken between the thumb and the other fingers, the curved portion hooking 
round the thumb. The fact that at least two of these objects have been found at 
el-'Obeid with the heads much worn (P1. XXX, 2) lends some plausibility to this 
theory. Otherwise these enigmatic objects are inexplicable, unless they are a form of 
decoration for stuccoed walls as the plain conical "nails" seem undoubtedly to be, judging 
from the evidence obtained by LOFTUS at Warka3. 

The mound suggested itself at once as a promising subject for excavation, and ac- 
cordingly I began subsidiary operations there in April, sending a few of my Turkish 
soldier-diggers out by car every day from Ur, and spending part of every day there 
with them, while my British sergeant-major took charge at Ur in my absence. The 
military authorities had willingly placed at my disposal seventy Turkish prisoners of 
war, some of whom were chosen because they had previous experience of archaeological 
excavation in Anatolia. lMy Arab reises from Babylon, who had previously worked with 
KOLDEWEY, were of great use in helping to train the Turks to dig. One advantage of 
the latter was that being prisoners they had no inducement to steal. They were regularly 
searched and were not allowed to sell or hand over anything to Arabs, and on one 
occasion at least when an Arab was suspected of stealing, he was promptly given away 
by the Turks. 

The name of the mound was given me in two different forms. The settled Arabs 
of the Rif called it Tell el-'Ubeyd (or 'Obeid as one may convenltionally write it), while 

W. K. LOFTrJS, Travels and Researches in Chaldaea and Siisiana, p. 128 fl. 
2 J. G. TAYLOR, Notes on the Ruins of Muqeyer in J. R. A. S., XV (1855), p. 260 ff.; Notes on Abu- 

Shahrein and Tell el-Lahm, (ibid. p. 404 ff.). 
3 Researches in Chaldaea, &c., p. 187. An example of these "nails" embedded in stucco, found by 

LOFTUS, is in the British Museum (Nr. 115711). 
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1. Egyptian and Babylonian Mace-heads. 2. Painted pottery, &c.: el-'Obeid. 
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3. Painted pottery: el-'Obeid. 

5. Stone and pottery rosette-cone: el-'Obeid. 
4. Egyptian carinated bowl of quartzite with Cretan 

liparite fragments. 

Plate XXX 
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THE DISCOVERIES AT TELL EL-'OBEID 245 

the desert-nomads of the Chol called it Tell el-Ma'abed, "The mound of the Place of 

Worship," a name which, though one knows nothing of its history, is at any rate 

appropriate, since the place may have been a small temple. 
On trenching into the mound (PI. XXXTV, 4; Fig. 2), which is only about 

150-170 feet (50 metres) in length and about 20 feet (6 metres) high, we soon struck 
a panelled wall of the oldest type of construction, i. e., small burnt bricks of the 

plano-convex form, which were not used after the time of the dynasty of Akkad 

/ --- 
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EE 
F 
a 

\ . \. ... - A '.... / 

TELL 'OBEID --\ -:-- - 
\0 10 50 i00 

Wall of Pre-Sargonic building/ Scale of Feet. 
Buttress. / Height of mound about 20 ft. 
Plain wal. . Contours approximate. 
Stone stairway. \ / 
Post-Sargonic platforn. 
Imgig-rellef. ' _ 
Lions. 

Fig. 2. Sketch-plan of Tell 'Obeid. 

(Modified from Proc. Soc. Ant., Dec. 1919, Fig. 20, p. 37.) 

(c. 2850-2700 B. c.). And these particular plano-convex bricks, measuring only 8 by 6 

by 1 5/ inches (20-3 by 15-2 by 4 cm.) are of a very ancient and primitive type. The 
wall, followed round for the greater part of its length (until the excessive heat of the 
end of May compelled us to cease operations), proved to be the base of an early oblong 
building, from its shape and orientation perhaps a small zikurrat1, measuring 110 feet 

(33*5 metres) long by 75 feet (22'8 metres) wide. Above it had been built a platform 
of large oblong crude bricks, with a facing and pavement (?) of burnt bricks, measuring 

1 DR. ANDRAE is however of opinion that it was more probably a small fort. 
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H. R. HALTL 

11 /, by 8 by 21/2 ins. (29 2 by 20-3 by 6'3 cnl.) stalnped by king Dungi. The old building 
was then undoubtedly very much older than the time of Dungi, and there is very 
little doubt that it was considerably older than that of Sargon of Akkad. This platform, 
which may have been intended as the base of a new zikkiarrat (?), to be placed on 
thle razed ancient building (there is no doubt that it must have been razed for Dungi's 

purpose, and the height of the ancient wall, about 4 feet, is the same all round, so 
far as it has been excavated) has disappeared except at the south-east end. 

Its bricks are interesting on account of the preservation in them apparently as a 

mlore or less decorative feature, of two holes side by side in the centre of one face; in 
the more ancient plano-convex bricks they are placed diagonally across the convex face in 
such a position that they seem clearly to be devised for the purpose of carrying the brick, 
by the insertion of thumb and forefinger, when it was wet. They may also have fulfilled 
the function of affording a grip to the bitumen "mortar." In Dungi's bricks they have 

evidently lost their original function and have become mere ornaments (P1. XXXIV, 3). 
At the south-east end of the building the platform of Dungi appeared to extend 

a short distance beyond the limit of the older building, and in order to trace the wall 
of the latter it was necessary to remove some of the crude-brick foundation of the plat- 
form. Beneath tllis we found the deposit of copper figures and other objects which is 
the most important discovery made by the expedition, and is specially interesting on 
account of its close analogy to the deposit of archaic and Sixth Dypasty Egyptian ob- 

jects, including the copper or bronze figures of Pepi I and his son, found at Hierakon- 

polis by Mr. J. E. QUIBELL and Mr. F. W. GREEN in 18961. 

Owing to the necessity of bringing the work to a close at the end of May, we do 
not know yet whether the whole of the deposit has been recovered, and further work, 
which we hope will not be long delayed, may reveal further remains. So far as the ex- 
cavation has gone, the deposit occupies a space of about 20 feet by 10 feet, on the 
same level as the ancient wall, so that the impression is given that the objects were so 
to speak stamped down into the mud, and the bricks of the later platform laid on top 
of them without the slightest compunction. 

On the top was a mass of twisted, crushed, and contorted copper--pipes, small 

pillars, bars, and sheets-lying in incomprehensible confusion, and nearly all in an 
irremediable state of oxidization. Beneath this layer, and luckily preserved by it from 
great damage, were found the copper foreparts and heads of four lifesize figures of lions 

(P1. XXXIII), each head filled with bitumen mixed with straw and clay, so that the metal 
formed a mask over the bitumen, whicl preserves the form of the metal mask, like a cast 
from a mould. Owing to the bad state of the metal, this fact is most fortunate. Each of 
these heads had large eyes of red jasper, white shell, and blue schist, the jasper 
representing the iris, the shell the white of the eyeball, and the schist the lids: each 

eye being in three pieces, accurately fitting, and fastened by copper wire into the 
bitumen at the back. Each head was also furnished with teeth of white shell, the incisors 

being separate, the molars in one piece at either end of the mlouth: all being fastened, 
like the eyes, with copper wire to the bitumen core. In the mouth of each was a red 

jasper tongue (missing in one case). The lion was represented grinning ferociously, with 
wide open eyes, according to the usual Sumerian convention. 

QUIBELL and GREEN, Hierakonpolis I and II (1900, 1902). 
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THE )ISCOVEJRIES AT TELL EL-'OBEII) 

Of these heads (two of which are here illustrated) tlie bitumen core of one is so 

badly damaged that it is doubtfil whether it can be restored satisfactorily. The foreparts 
(there were no hinder parts) were formed of hammered copper plates roughly fastened 

together with nails over a wooden block or amne, which when found had almost entirely 
disintegrated and had become replaced by infiltrated clay. The copper plates rudely 
represent the fell of the animal. The heads appear to have been cast, according to 
the opinion of practical metal workers, and the bitumen was rammed into them when 
hot with the idea of strengthening them. In each bitumen head there is a rectangular 
space at the back, now filled with clay, which was presumably intended to take a 
wooden neck projecting from the "body." (P1. XXXIII, 4.) The fact that the heads 
were cast would seem to be shewn by the fact that the metal has sagged in places, 
so that the bittumen "casts" are somewhat misshapen, at any rate in the case of one 
of the four large heads. This sagging is much more strongly marked in the case of 
a fifth lion-hlead, smaller than the others (PI. XXXIII, 2), of which the copper covering 
has entirely disappeared, leaving mlerely a green smear on the bitumen face. One eye 
and the teeth of this head have also gone. This head is so misshapen on one side 
that the copper may be regarded as having collapsed in the casting. And the same 

thing is noticeable in the case of one of the two panther or cat-heads, next to be 
mentioned (PI. XXXI, 3; XXXII, 1), in both of which the copper is well preserved. 
In the cat-liead in question one side of the muzzle has cracked and has sagged so 

heavily that the animal looks as if it were suffering from severe toothache. The panther 
or cat-heads are life-size, and have no separate eyes or teeth, the features being 
indicated only by chasing. All the heads were of counrse chased after the casting to 
indicate the whiskers, ruff, &c. 

The casting of these heads, in spite of the difficulty of the process owing to the 
greater softness of copper than of bronze, is very interesting. It must be the first, or one 
of the first known instances of casting, and that the Sumerian metal-workers were not 

yet velry skilled in the process is shewn by the cracking and collapsing of the heads. 
The idea that the head could be strengthened by the bitumen also points to inexperience. 
But that this idea persisted to the end is shewn by the interesting reference to the 
statue of Bel in Daniel II, 34, and in the Apocrypha (Bel antd the Dragon, verse 7), 
which was brass without and clay withinl. 

Besides these heads were two small copper bulls, about the size of hounds, repre- 
sented walking, with their heads turned to the left. Unhappily one of these bulls col- 

lapsed within a few minutes of its discovery into a heap of green powder, leaving only 
the head more or less intact, but luckily not before it had been photographed in po- 
sition. The other can be put together again though when found its copper covering had 
cracked into pieces only held together by mud. A fragment of its wooden ame is pre- 
served. One of the bulls had golden horns, one of which was found of thick gold, hollow, 
and filled with bituluen (P1. XXXIIT, 2). 

The figures of these bulls were very coarsely moulded: they mlay indeed have been 

cast, but the fact is not yet satisfactorily established. A detached bull's head, with no 

It may be, of course, that the theorly of casting is erroneous and the heads were hammered over 
a bitumen model which has survived, but in view of the sagging and cracking of the metal this 

appears improbable. 
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body discoverable, was also found, whvlich is very fine: one of the best exlamples, not 

only of Sumerian, but of any ancient animal portraiture known (P1. XXXII, 3). 
The other process is exemplified in the case of four small copper heads of birds, 

rudely made of hammered copper plates nailed together and (evidently) on to a wooden 
block which has disappeared. They may represent the birds of the god Enurta (= Horus) 
or the goddess Bau. 

All these copper figures were found close to the four large lion-heads, and all the 
bulls lay between them and an object which in some respects is the most important 
ob.ject of the whole find. This is a great relief of copper: a slab of the metal, measur- 

ing 8 feet long by 3 feet 6 inches high (2'44 m. by 1'07 m.) on which in relief was re- 

presented the lion-headed eagle, Imgig, the mythical bird of the god Kinglirsu, holding 
two stags by their tails. The stags are in high relief, with their heads turned out- 
wards and practically in the round: their antlers of wrought copper are entirely free 
from the background and projected beyond the rectangular framework or border of the 
relief: a feature new to ancient iental art. The heads were cast, but, apparently, the 
bodies and legs were hammered and nailed together. The antlers (of a remarkable size 
and number of tines!) were wrought and hammeered, and soldered into their sockets 
with lead. This lead had so expanded as to burst te heads, which wen found were 

only held together by mud: one of them has beell restored as an earnest of what we 

hope to do with the whole relief later on (P1. XXXII, 4). This antithetical group is 
well known in Sumerian art, and a good example of it may be seen engraved on the 
silver vase of Entemena, in the Louvre1: another is the relief on a mace-head in the 
British Museum2. The el-'Obeid relief is the largest instance of it yet known, and as 
a work of ancient art is unique (PI. XXXII, 5). 

Imgig sometimes holds lions, soeties ibexes,i sometimes stags in his talons. In 
the case of our relief stags have been chosen. I have supposed3 that he was regarded 
as the cognizance, so to speak, of Lagash, the city of Ningirsu, and that his occurrence 
at Tell el-'Obeid shews that when these copper objects wele made Ur and its territory 
appertained to Lagash. If tllis were so, the callousness with which Dungi (if it was he) 
threw down these earlier monuments into the mud and built his platform on top of them 
would be explained: being himself a native king of Ur, lie would regard them as relics 
of the "foreign" domination of Lagash. Such is my own interpretation of the facts, but 
it seems that some Assyriologists doubt whether such a political meaning should be 
ascribed to the emblemi of Ningirsu, regarded as a sort of Lagashite lion of St. Mark: 
it may have had nlo sulch significance in the minds of the Sumerians. 

Already when discovered the figure of Imgig himself was very shadowy, and could 
be discerned only with thle eye of knowledge and that of faith, for the metal was so 
terribly oxidized that hardly any of it remained except the green powdery fragments 
that represent thle wings. The stags on the other hand are fairly well preserved. It is 
hloped that it may eventually be possible to put the whole relief together. When found 
it stood witliin a foot of the zikkurrat-wall, parallel with it, and oni the same level. Whe- 
ther this was its original position or not, or whether it wvas originally a decoration of the 

1 DE SARZEC, Ddcouverles en Chald4e, PI. XLIII (bis). 
2 BUDGE, Hist. Eg. I. p. 67. 
3 Proc. Soc. Ant, Dec. 1919, p. 37. 
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1. Bitumen panther-head with copper ,,mask". 
(scale 1: 5.) 

2. Gold Bull's horn. 
L. 31/4 in. = 8-2 cm. 

1 

4. Copper stag's head from Imgig-relief. 
(scale 1: 3.) 

3. Copper Bull's head. 
(scale 1: 5.) 

5. The Imgig-relief. 
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wall, placed on a bracket or corbels a few feet above the ground, and had slipped down 
to the positon in which it was found, it is difficult to say. 

It is a part of the same scheme as the lions and the bulls, and is of the same 

period. The bulls should be guardians of the entrance to the building: the lions have 
been supposed to have been supporters of a great copper throne-platform of the type 
still known to the Orient, like the Peacock throne that Nadir Shah took from Delhi 
to Tehran. Babylonian kings were wont to sit on their thrones outside the gates of 
their cities, there to receive suppliants and deliver justice, as Sargon of Akkad is 

represented in the "King of the Battle'." The mass of smashed-up copper that was 
found above the lions may be the remains of the throne itself. Renewed excavations 
at 'Obeid may, we hope, throw light on this point. 

Close to the bulls were found two pillars of copper with clay (originally wood?) 
inside them, and two of mosaic work (PI. XXXIV, 2), with triangular tesserae of red sand- 

stone, black bituminous limestone, and mother-of-pearl, arranged in geometric patterns 
and fastened at the back by means of copper wire through V-shaped perforations into 
a layer of bitumen which was apparently spread over a wooden core now replaced by 
clay. These pillars and those of copper had no bases, and rested on nothing but the 
earth: they had preserved only about three feet of their height, and that only because 

they had been knocked down n n si and lay on their sides at an angle of 45 degrees: no 

capitals then were visible, either. This mosaic work is highly curIious, and has already 
been found at Tepe Musyan, but on a much smaller scale2. It is strange to find an 

example, at the very beginninghe of civliation in these parts, of a style of art still 

extremely fashionable in the Arab and Indian East. My Indian mechanics were 

delighted with this discovery, which confirmed their idea that the lions were really 
ancient Indian and that in days long past their ancestors had conquered Babylonia (an 
idea very prevalent among the Indian rank-and-file in Mesopotamia). I fully expected 
to see offerings of tulsi and ghi placed before the lions, or find their faces smeared 
with red paint! 

The primitive three-colour scheme of red, white, and black seems to be characteristic 
of early Sumerian art. I found it in the crude decoration of the Sumerian houses at 
Shahrein with their bands of red white and black, or plain red and white paint on the 
stuccoed crude brick walls (see above). And one sees it also on the curious rosette- 
cones (if they may so be called) which were found at el-'Obeid mixed up with what 
has already been described. They are cones of pottery, having heads at the broad end 

expanding into flowers, with six or eight petals of red sandstone, black bituminous 
limestone (as in tlhe case of the pillars), and white limestone, fastened on as before with 
twisted copper wire through a V-shaped perforation (P1. XXX, 5). Judging from the 

analogy of the plain cones, already mentioned, which LOFTUS identified as wall-decorations 

(see p. 244) it would seem that these cones are in reality rosettes, with long conical shanks 
for insertion into walls. 

1 The " King of the Battle" is an ancient Babylonian romance of war and travel, describing the 

campaign of Sargon against the Hittites in Anatolia (see WEIDNER, Der Zuy Sargons von Accah nach 

Kleinasien, Hinrichs, Leipzig 1922). 
2 Two vase-stands (?) or portable altars in the Louvre. In them the mother-of-pearl of the 'Obeid 

pillars is replaced by white stone. (J. E. GAUTIER and G. LAMPRE, in Mem. Deleg. Perse, VIII (1908), 

p. 79, Fig. 106.) 
Journ. of Egypt. Arch. vii 32 
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Finally, there remain to be mentioned the fragment of the limestone figure of Kurlil, 
keeper of the granary of Erech, and the almost complete trachyte figure of a man who is 
very probably Kur-lil. Both were found together on the same level as the lions, and 
close to them. The first is merely a torso, on the breast of which, however, is cut a 
very archaic inscription (fig. 3), recording the gift of the statue by Kur-lil in the 

temple of Damkina I, which was presumably at el-'Obeid: the goddess Damkina being the 
spouse of Enki or Ea, the god of Eridu (Shahrein), near by. The second is complete 
except for part of one leg. It is a squatting figure of a mlan of the usual Sumerian 

type, with perfectly preserved head and face, about 1 ft. 31/9 inches high. The head, 
shaven but for the eyebrows, and with prominent eyes and nose, is of the type 
characteristic of Sumerian representations of the human portrait. The rest of the body 
is treated summarily, especially as regards the hands and feet, and the legs have 

suffered from disintegration caused 
by damp, one foot having disappea- 
red (Pl. XXXI, 1, 2). 

'.: | .*' * 1t On the shoulder is a single sign, 
,1 1t1 *: m '^ J7 jS dthe rest of the inscription having 

I ,:. | ^\y *L > been worn away. Both figures were 
found lying overturned. These figu- 

ev/ 7 : .d th, u 1 res date the find. They are admit- 
v .,C1 IT n" \ 1 111 tedly of the early Sumerian period, 

very likely the period of Ur-nina 
IOU . ' - I> E I yj | (c. 3600 B. c.) or somewhat earlier, to 

;l: : ^ : :,;:- 'S judge from the characters of the in- 

. ' -? -" ' sscription of Kur-lil. So that very pro- 
Fig. 3. Archaic Inscription of Kur-lil. bably they are contemporaneous with 

the building or not much later than it. 
Besides these objects, a certain quantity of the plain drab pottery that seems 

characteristic of the Sumerian period was found, in a smashed condition. Especially 
noticeable are some fragments that can hardly have belonged to anything else than 
drainpipes. 

The circumstances and description of this find are strongly reminiscent of that of 
the deposit of Hierakonpolis, and there are one or two actual comparisions that can 
be made between the objects found in both cases. 

With regard to the metal, there is in both cases tle technique of hammered 
plates secured by nails to a wooden core, which we find in the case of the 
Pepi statues in Egypt. It would be interesting however to have the opinion of 
those best qualified to judge as to whether the face of Pepi's son at any rate is or 
is not cast. 

The workmanship of the Egyptian figures is much finer. The bodies of the bulls 
and stags from el-'Obeid are extremely crude and clumsy, and give the impression of 
greater antiquity. Did we possess the copper statue K'ay-H'casehemui, " High is 
Kh'asekhemui," which, as we know from the Palermo stone, was made in the reign 
of Khrasekliemnui (c. 3200 B. c.), and gave the official name to the year in which it was 

1 This inscription has been studied independently by Prof. LANGDON and MR. GADD. 
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1. Lion's head: partly restored. 
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3. Lion's head: complete. Front view. 
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5. Teeth and Eyes of lion-heads. 
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2. Smaller lion's head. 

4. Lion's head: complete. Back view. 
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6. Finding the lion-heads. 
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made , we should have been able to draw a truer parallel between Egyptian and 
Sumerian copper works of art in the fourth millennium B. c., and it would have been 

interesting to see whether the Egyptian figure presented the crudities which we see in 
the early Sumerian metal-work from el-'Obeid, but are not visible in the fine technique 
of the Pepi statues. A comparison between the Sumerian figures and the Pepi statues 
is vitiated to some extent if we regard the latter as made of bronze, instead of copper. 
For one thing, the casting of the heads would be much easier in bronze, and so the 
heads of the Egyptian figures, or at any rate that of the boy (if it is cast) would be 
far less of an achievement than were the lion-heads from el-'Obeid. The Italian chemist 
Mosso is responsible for the analysis that affirms that the Egyptian figures are of bronze2. 
But it may well be doubted whether they are so. Not that any reflexion is cast upon 
Dr. Mosso's analysis: the only question one would like to have resolved is whether the 

piece of copper which the late I. BARSANTI gave to the Italian savant to analyse was 

actually part of one of the figures, or whether it was merely a chance fragrnent which 
was believed to have belonged to one of them, without real proof. 

Bronze figures of this size in the time of the VIth Dynasty are highly remarkable, 
as one does not expect such a use of the alloyed metal in a country which hardly 
adopted bronze even for weapons until well on in the next age, the time of the 
XIIth Dynasty, and can hardly be said to have emerged from the "Copper Age" 
till near the end of the Middle Kingdom. However this may be, we might in any case 
have gained a little light onn the question of the priority of Egypt or Babyloia in 
this matter of metal-working, which is still unsettled. Those who believe that Egypt 
was the father and mother of all arts, and was specifically the discoverer of copper 
and inventor of metal-working, will regard the Babylonian knowledge of metallurgy 
as of Egyptian origin: while the Panbabylonists will presumably still take the opposite 
view, in the continued absence of direct evidence to the contrary. 

The possibility of a third alternative, common derivation from a single source, 

possibly in Syria, should not be lost sight of. After all, copper is found in Cyprus and 
Cilicia as well as in Sinai. And other lines of argument, based on such questions as 
the Syrian origin of the god Osiris3, his connexion with the vine and with corn, both 

probably indigenous to Syria4, and the apparatus of primitive agricultural civilization 

generally, on the Syrian (?) origin of the " Armenoid " race that so profoundly modified 
the ethnography of the Nile valley in the late predynastic and early dynastic age and 

evidently set a new stamp on Egyptian culture and art, and so forth, incline us to take 

Syria seriously as the possible ultimate origin for many features common to the Egyptian 
and Babylonian civilizations, including the art of metal-working. There are some things, 
of course, that seem to point to direct connexion, such as the identity in form of the 

early Babylonian and Egyptian macehead and cylinder-seal, while other things such as 

the brick are so dissimilar in form that they seem to be independent inventions in the 

two countries, due to their similar alluvial clay soil. The resemblance of the early 

Egyptian wall, with its recessed panels, to the exactly similar walls of early Babylonia, 

1 SETHE, "{ Hitherto unnoticed evidence regarding Copper Works of Art of the oldest pe7riod of Egyptian 

History " in Journal, I, 233 ff. 
2 Mosso, Dawn of Mediterranean Civilisation, pp. 55-57. 
3 See S. SMITH, The Relation of Marduk, Ashur, and Osiris in Journal, VIII, 1922, p. 41 ff. 
4 See my Ancient History qf the Near East, p. 89. 
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cannot however be a coincidence, and here we must see proof of connexion, either 
direct or by sea, or through Syria. The natural line of route between Mesopotamia and 
Egypt lay through Syria: it was by way of Syria that Babylonian conquerors and 
traders reached Palestine, though it would seem neither improbable nor impossible that 
Sumerian ships at an early period should have passed out of the Persian Gulf along 
the shore of Hadramaut and through the Straits of Bab el-Mandeb to the Egyptian Red 
Sea coasts and Sinai, and that the name of Magan (" the place to which ships went") 
may have been extended from the neighbourhood of Oman round to the desert coast 
of Egypt and to Sinai itself'. How shall we explain the enigmatic carvings of the 
knife-blade of al-'Arak2, with that extraordinary Babylonish god-figure whose feet end 
in snakes, or its mingling of predynastic Egyptian motives with a technique that 
r esembles the work of Narm-Si's tie? Does this ratheis r point to an antiquity of 
Babylonian art much greater than that of Egypt? For the figure of al-'Arakl, presumably 
contemporary with predynastic Egypt, is perlaps that of a Semitic rather thani a Sdumerian 
Babylonian. As a god, though somewhat resembling Gilgamesh, h e is unknown to Babyl- 
onian iconography, and if he is Elamite, what is he doing in this galley, unless Elamites 
navigate(d the Red Sea in predynastic times? He looks like some god of the desert 
between Nile and Red Sea, conceived by his worshippers under a form strongly 
influenced by Mesopotamian-Elamite ideas brought to the coast (of Masgan?) by sea, 
and represented by a predynastic Egyptian artist. This all seems fantastic, but the thing 
itself is fantastic. 

But for this remarkable object, one would say that there was no evidence yet as 
to which civilization is the older, or which first communicated the knowledge of mletal 
to the other. Babylonia certainly has the lesser claim, since she always had to import 
her ore: she ilust have received this knowledge from outside, if not from Egypt, then 
most probably froml Syria. 

An interesting point with regard to these similarities in early Egypt and Babylonia 
is that in Egypt it is precisely those archaic things that are most Babylonian in 
appearance that did not persist, but were abandoned either during the Old Kingdom, 
or at least by the end of thle Middle Kingdom. This is the case with the panelled brick 
wall and with the cylinder-seal and with the macehead. Another instance is the coin- 
ventional treatment of the lion in art, which has already been mentioned above. The 
Sumerian lions from el-'Obeid are represented in the usual Sumerian style, with grinning 
jaws and staring eyes, full of ferocity, which persisted as a tradition down to Persian 
days, and lias been transferred to the tiger in India. The typical Egyptian lion we know, 
dignified and reposeful, with tight-closed mouth and calm gaze: a representation the 
exact opposite of the Sumerian. But in archaic times, contemllporary with Sumerian days 
in Babylonia, apparlently the Egyptian also admired the ferocious grinning lion and 
often represented him in this guise, and in a style so closely resembling the Sumerian 
as to argue a connexion of ideas. 

These cultural relations seem to have beconme less intense in later days, and the 
Egyptian developed on his own lines. The Babylonian-looking element in archaic Egypt- 

1 Cf. LANGDON, in Journal, V\II (1921), p. 143 ff. Prof. NEWIERIKY is 1understood to be specially studying 
this question of the early relations of Egypt with Syria. 

2 See above, p. 241. 
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1. Implements of Flint, Obsidian, 
Crystal, &c. 

2. Tesselated pillar. 

5 

3. Pre Sargonic plano-convex Brick and rectangular bricks of Dungi. 

4. The mound and camp. 
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ian art and culture then give an exotic impression, as if they were due to some 
temporary impress which afterwards faded away. If so, as in Babylonia the similar 
phenomena were natural and persisted, it would look as if they came from Babylonia 
to Egypt rather than vice versa, or at any rate from a common source which impressed 
Babylonia more strongly than Egypt. But these things are scarcely yet susceptible of proof. 

Maceheads of limestone, plain or veined, were found both at Shahrein and at el- 
'Obeid, of the two types, pear-shaped and flattened spherical, which are both also found 
in Egypt, at Hissarlik in Cyprus, and in Italy'. The illustration (PI. XXX,- 1) shews 
early Babylonian maceheads from el-'Obeid and early Egyptian for comparison. The 
identity of type, well known as it is, is striking. Both at Shal.rein and at el-'Obeid, 
however, there is also commonly found a stone implement that is rare in Egypt, the 
small celt, of a late-neolithic type common in Europe (P1. XXXIV, 1). It is in Babylonia 
generally made of green or yellow jasper, black basalt, or a hard green stone (serpentine 
or nephrite ?), measures only an inch or so in length, and was evidently used as a 
chisel or adze. These celts certainly seem to belong to the chalcolithic age, to which 
also the arrowheads, flakes, saw-blades, &c., of flint, chert, quartz-crystal, and obsidian, 
found with them (P1. XXXIV, 1), are to be assigned. The saw-blades are peculiarly 
abundant at el-'Obeid, whereas at Shahrein they are rare. They are found on other 
Mesopotamian sites, as Ur2, Warka3, Fara and Babylon4, but nowhere in such profusion 
or perfection as at el-'Obeid. None were found set in bitumen, like those described by 
KOLDEWEY from Fara5. The maceheads come well down into historical times, as we 
know from the fine specimen in red breccia in the British Museum, which bears the 
name of Sargon of Agade (no. 91146), and is almost precisely similar to an Egyptian 
predynastic specimen, also in red breccia, in the same museum (no. 32089)6. 

The celts and even the flint and obsidian flakes and arrowheads also may have 
survived in use later than we think, but in all probability most of them are prehistoric, 
as the painted pottery must be. The pottery at el-'Obeid which seems contemporary 
with the copper lions, &c., is, as hs been said, of a rogh plain drab ware, unpainted, 
except that rarely one notices a touch of black paint which seems the last gasp of the 
older painted ware. This, the prehistoric ware (PI. XXX, 2, 3; Figs. 5, 6), is identical, 
as has already been said, wit t hat found by PZARD at Bushire (and of course, that 
found by THOMPSON and myself at Shahrein7), and practically the same as the coarser 

PEET, Stone and Bronze Ages in Italy, pp. 250,251. Prof. PEET omits to note that the pear-shaped 
imacehead is as characteristic of Babylonia as it is of Egypt, when he writes " outside Italy this pear- 
shaped form seems to be peculiar to Hissarlik, Cyprus, and Egypt." 

2 Both THOMPSON and I found several (cf. TIOMPSON, The British MuseunL Excavations at Abu Shahrrein 
in Archaeologia LXX (1920), pi. LX, p. 141). 

3 LOFTUS, Travels and Researches, p. 213.2 LOFTUS lay be excused, seeing when lie wrote, for his 
idea that these flint saw-blades were flints, for striking a light. If, as he says, he found one with a 
"steel" in a tomlb (evidently of late date), the later Babylonians must have used these ancient saws 
for this purpose. 

4 KOLDEWEY, Excavations at Babylon (Engl. Trans.), p. 261, fig. 182. I-e strangely describes these 
flints as " palaeolithic." 

5 KOLDEWEY, loc. cit. 
6 BUDGE, Hlist. '//., I, p. 63, illustrates the two side by side. 
7 A few scraps were also found at Ur, also, as has been said above, with a few flints and obsidian 

flakes, fragments of pottery sickles &c., which shew that the same prehistoric stratuin existed at Ur. 
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styles of Susa. Its decoration is a local variety of the widespread geometric style that in 

prehistoric times seems to have spread over the whole of hither Asia, and is related perhaps 
on the one hand to the neolithic geometric style of Thessalyl and on the other to the early 
geometric style of Honan in China2. The Susian ware has been compared by the 
discoverer, M. DE MORGAN, to the painted vases of predynastic Egypt, but to me per- 
sonally this comparison has always been a stumbling-block. Between the wares of 
course there is nothing in common, but ware is a matter of local peculiarity, and 

IlC. 9 3 4 64 

CM. I Z 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 to It I1 t13 1 tI 

Fig. 4. Profiles of carinated pottery bowls, el-'Obeid and Shahrein. 

dissimilarity of ware cannot be pressed if designs are identical or even similar. But it 
is difficult to see any but an occasional slight similarity between Susian and Egyptian 
predynastic pottery decoration. The white geometrical designs on the polished red ware 
of the oldest predynastic period are somewhat like geometrical decoration of the Baby- 
lonian and Elamite ware in pattern, though not in colour. The similarity between the 

Later habitation and building however have so disturbed the earlier strata at Ur that we rave not yet 
found prehistoric remains in situ. They are merely found here and there on the surface or are turned up 

haphazard in digging. 
1 HALL in Proc. Soc. Bibl. Arch. XXXI (1909), p. 311 ff. 
2 This has been pointed out to me by my colleague MR. R. L. HonsoN. 

- * iA - *I 
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stylized and schematic human beings and animals on the two wares seems to me 
generally to be remote and only coincidental, so that no conclusions as to connexion 
can be drawn from it. The Egyptian pottery seems to me therefore to belong to a 
ceramic art unconnected with the geometric ceramic decoration of early Western Asia. 

But curiously enough the prehistoric pottery of Shahrein and el-'Obeid has brought 
to light an Egyptian-Babylonian similarity which is new to us. Many of the pottery 
bowls of which so many fragments have been found were carinated (Figs. 4, 5, 6), having 
exactly the same profile as the characteristic Egyptian diorite bowls of the IIIrd-IVth 

1W? * 50 

40-73 
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Fig. 5. Fragments of carinated pottery bowls; el-'Obeid and Shabrein. Decoration black. 

Dynasties (PI. XXX, 4).1 This is an important comparison in more than one respect. Such 
a type is not likely to have been invented independently for pottery in Babylonia, and to 

my mind certainly points to Egyptian influence at any rate not earlier than the time of 
the IInd Dynasty (c. 3200 B. c.). This would bring down the use of this pottery later 
than has been supposed, and practically into the historical period. But, as has been said, with 
the copper lions and other objects which are roughly of this date (the period ofUr-Nina) only 
the common drab ware was found, which is usually supposed to be later in date than the 

painted ware, the only trace of the latter being an occasional recurrence of apparently 

1 EVANS, Palace of Minos, I, fig. 54. The type was imitated by the "early Minoan" Cretans in 

liparite (P1. XXX, 4 above, from Journal I (1914), P1. XVTT, 4). 
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degenerate painting. Was the painted ware, nevertheless, used so late as well as the 
drab ware, which afterwards wholly supplanted it? Another point is (and this is in fa- 
vour of late survival, incidentally) that, as Sir ARTHUR EVANS has recently remarked 
to me, the carination of the Egyptian diorite bowls is an adaptation to stone of a metal 
motive: they should be imitations of copper bowls. The carinated rim is not natural in 
stone. The predynastic Egyptian stone bowls all have a heavy flat rim when they have 
one at all': tlle carination is a later development, and should be due to the influence 
of metal-working, to which alone it is natural, as being easily beaten out. If so, the 
similar form in the early Babylonian painted pottery is also derived from a metal original: 
the el-'Obeid bowls were imitated from copper bowls, and Egyptian copper bowls at 

1919 

4093 
A.Sh. 
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Fig. 6. Fragments of carinated pottery bowls; el-'Obeid and Shabrein. Decoration black. 

that, either directly, or through the medium of the diorite bowls of the IIIrd Dynasty. 
And this is not impossible, for there seems small doubt that Egyptian aragonite was 
prized by the early Babylonians, and was often imported, and the carinated type occurs 
early in aragonite also. The people who went to Magan for stone could easily import 
aragonite in bulk from the Egyptian eastern desert-coast and individual vases of 
aragonite also. Fine stone was much prized in stoneless Babylon, and it was to Magan that 
the early kings and patesis sent for it. We have relics of this import in the great blocks 
of different kinds of granite and basalt that now lie derelict on the top of the mounds of 
Shahrein. They were brought there for the making of statues and vases. 

The basalt may have come from up-country, from the volcanic land of Diarbekr, 
as easily as from Sinai, but the granites certainly look as if they were products of 

EVANS, Palace of Minos, I, figs. 28-32. 
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Magan, from which the inscriptions say fine stone was procured'. Whether, however, 
the carinated pottery bowls were imitated from copper bowls directly, or indirectly 
through those of diorite or aragonite, their resemblance to the latter Egyptian objects 
is so striking as strongly to indicate an artistic connexion here, and causes doubts as to 
the wholly early and pre-Sumerian date of the painted pottery as a whole. THOMPSON 
believes it to be entirely pre-Sumerian and pre-historic, regarding it as the pottery of 
a people of Elamite origin who inhabited Babylon before the Sumerians. But it seems 
to me that in this matter we should for the present at any rate suspend judgement. 

The el-'Obeid ware is specially remarkable for the diversity of its geometric patterns, 
and their execution is freer and more minute than that observable at Shahrein. At both 

places interesting examples of a naturalistic tendency are seen in the occurrence of 
free designs derived from leaves, grass, &c., and Shahrein has given us a sketch of a 

scorpion and a schematized jumping frog2, which are perhaps the earliest Babylonian 
representations of animals. In designs generally, though not in ware, our newly dis- 
covered early Babylonian pottery closely resembles the early ware discovered by HERZ- 
FELD at Samarra, as well as that of Susa. 

The ware is usually a greenish-drab clay, highly fired, and often almost vitrified, 
and extremely hard; soft drab wares rarely occur, and are possibly not of local fabric. 
The true potter's wheel was probably not yet in use, but, whereas some pots seem to have 
been entirely hand-fashioned, others seem to betray the knowledge of the incompletely 
developed wheel, the "slow wheel." It is possible that the development of the potter's 
wheel is to be ascribed to Babylonia and Elam, and that it was from Babylonia that 
the knowledge of this invention passed to Egypt about the time of the IVth Dynasty, 
and perhaps thence to Crete in the Middle Minoan period3, contemporary with the 
XIIth Dynasty; though of course it may have been communicated directly overland 

through Asia Minor, or more probably through Syria and the medium of the seagoers 
of the Cilician coast (Alashiya?). The comparatively late date of the introduction of this 
invention into the Aegean area is perhaps in favour of the claim of Egypt to have been 
the transmitting medium. 

From the above it will be seen that the excavation of el-'Obeid has various points 
of interest for the Egyptian archaeologist, and should it turn out that the Pepi statues 
from Hierakonpolis are in reality not of bronze, but of copper, considerable point will 
be added to the comparisons which I have made between their technique and that of 
the copper lions and bulls from el-'Obeid, which cannot be very far removed in time 
from them or from their somewhat earlier predecessors, such as the statue of Kh'asekhemui, 
that have perished. 

1 When working at Shahrein in 1919 I was unable to find small fragments of these blocks to 

bring back for microscopic analysis, in order to determine, if possible, in that way their probable 
place of origin. I have, however, requested MR. WOOLLEY, who has succeeded me in charge of the work 
at Ur, to obtain some fragments, if possible, for this purpose. 

2 THOMPSON, loc. cit., fig. 9. 
3 EvANs, Palace of Minos, I, p. 259. 
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